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OPINION

The Defendant was convicted on a jury verdict of possession with intent to
deliver.5 or more grams of cocaine, a Class B felony. In this appeal, he argues
primarily that the evidence introduced against him is insufficient to support his

conviction. We disagree and affirm the judgment of the trial court.

Law enforcement officers obtained a search warrant for the Defendant’s
apartment. The Defendant was presentwhen they executed the warrantand the
officers found .5 grams of crack cocaine in the form of three separate pieces or

“rocks.” Over the Defendant's objection, the officers were allowed to testify that
on the night prior to the execution of the warrant, they had observed several
individuals, over the course of approximately an hour and a half, approach the
Defendant’s apartment, knock on his door, and then leave after no one opened
the door. The Defendant was not presentin his apartment during this period of

time. The Defendant argues that allowing this testimony constitutes reversible

error because the evidence is not relevant and is highly prejudicial.

The Defendant also argues that the record supports no more than a
conviction of simple possession and asks that this Court modify his conviction
accordingly. The Defendant testified that the cocaine which he possessed was
for his personal use and denied that he intended to sell or deliver any of the
cocaine. The State presented testimony which supported its theory of the case.
We believe the testimony presented at trial demonstrated classic jury issues
concerning the credibility of the witnesses, the weight and value to be given the
evidence, and other factual matters. The jury obviously resolved all of these

issues in favor of the State.



We conclude that the evidence presented is sufficient to support the finding
by the trier of fact of guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. We further conclude that
no error of law requiring a reversal of the judgment is apparent on the record.
Based upon a thorough reading of the record, the briefs of the parties, and the
law governing the issues presented for review, the judgment of the trial court is
affirmed in accordance with Rule 20 of the Court of Criminal Appeals of

Tennessee.
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